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Abstract

The rapid development of the Internet opens up a broad opportunity for online media,
making it a platform not only for presenting integrated information but also for online
advertising and transactions. This study investigates the influence of interaction among
consumer’s product involvement, advertising context and execution on ad effects. Results
show that for both more- and less-involved consumers, central and peripheral cues can be
implemented with proper design of advertising context (ad variation and message appeal)
and execution (priming strategies) factors. Based on the reference discipline perspective,
this study, incorporating theoretical foundations of marketing and cognitive psychology,
investigates consumer behavior and reaction in the online advertising environment. This
study shows how online advertising can me most effective and hence provides practical

hints for advertisers. Future directions for related research are also provided.

Keywords: online advertising, ad variation, message appeal, priming effects,
attitude toward the ad
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4R B P AR R A 1969 - £ B B 5 36 69 ARPANET 2+ % - K f A # 1991 4 NSF B
ARG RADAR WL A iR R EREAARM A ERE X B R L F
B EREE AL SER L EEN FH BT RBE(click)By1F - EBR BOE FH 0
B E—FRFEEFEITH TR EIN L gAY -

R ERRETRETHN > REZWEIAAREZEGHELE  ARTELT TR
AN FENE L - MAGT—% TAW "{EAZSE | (person interactivity)iL '—7}}%3%
Z %) | (machine interactivity) (Hoffman and Novak, 1996)&) A EE imih &% - T BAZE |
i%—x&fja HEHASIGRGEARE AR AEEAAREFRGTE

LERREFHERGEAEEHARERT MR 7 AR L ERTER R
%ﬁ‘ifté‘]ﬁ‘ﬁ o ATHAARY  BAEFARSARE L THRIAY —AFELTRRAE
iTa 0 E 24N o L Petty et al. (1983)#2 Petty and Cacioppo (1984)84 T & # 9T 4t 1%
#: X, | (Elaboration Likelihood Model; ELM) & 7 #% J& i A MR FE R B 5 AAZ B 7K & & P
HWROGEARE S ABEZRM - FAREFEAETHTARE S X - oM T RA
WEkER  ZRFTR > RBRERFFRTRA LRSI ZE - @K 48 HHF
RPATEFTRRMEBR | BEAHTRRGFRER  TRFHELNETRERITS
AL P A A& bAkhg il o BB B AT AR -

TR BE e Gy AR BAL ERE ZRGKRS 0 FBFZEEI A
ANEAEBE s KBRS R RS0 52 AR 3% b 5] 28 R (priming effects) sy #7185 » 3]
HREIRMBEALBTRBIETE L &% 5 90 R % (stimuli) A 2035 85 R P ey k4
REARG > E—FPBELRRAE BT S » FAMIE AR5 E (do Jones and
Panitch (1971); Higgins et al. (1977); Scrull and Wyer (1980); Sherman et al. (1978);
Snyder and Swann (1978); Herr et al. (1983); Herr (1986)) » H 1% 75 4% 5] F £ AT 4548 3% 09
A B AT % (4= Herr (1989); Meyers-Levy (1989); Yi (1990a; 1990b; 1993); Shrum et al.
(1998); Mandel and Johnson (1999)) -
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P TGRS LR e A S ARG E B 0 B AR G KOR RS R e R B A
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RATALNBE R ZREXLFERTEAMEDE SN (RAWTHE ) B RMEHTF
Wy T HHA -

KRBT 72 VA % # 2 3% (reference discipline)ag #1285 » & 547452 M A om0 B8 £ py K
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HRLEEELSTHEE ARG T2 — o 45— 5 aE I &% 89 & J& (Vakratsas
and Ambler, 1999) - Rethans et al. (1986)35t » LA FH B WM REANBEELETH
h B e SE R A o B H B G AL ) B 2 3 5% - Singh and Rothschild (1983)8] 35 #
AMERENERARA DA B EHZHATRGEE -

BERENDERARA A BREEEZHARETANBEARDE 28 ERAEHE
AN T AL » A E@ AR TR R - TR REEMMEARE FHHN R
Loy 2% 28— N ey B 14 (Calder and Sternthal, 1980; Kirmani, 1997) » % % iy
AN T BT AL B AR ) R S R B RO S A - l% EREETRNEEZIR
bAoA — T S T# G R BT EEREREFREXRSEK (HE28 28
@) -

SmmmmmMU%Mﬁﬂk%xﬁ¢%<%#F¢% AL SR L N R B Sk
oM EERNRGEILRR S TR ML (substantlve variation)vA & " 4 1 4
4t | (cosmetic variation)w #& » 3£ d‘ﬂ'z’\}% %% R 693 % o Schumann et al. (1990)#4 #F
RERM T BETHRMEEX | BB — 3 T EHE T H IR RS G R B BB
EARME G R HA G FREABRROBE  2FHEEHRBAF > TEHE
ey fk Bl & H KB E -

(Z) MBHR

REFREBRAEAZRENBETHRAGEEREE - BTAH G RE Y TR C A5 w55
el K%"“’ P (informational) A & B £ (emotional) ) — 44 & 3 4+ E (Singh and Dalal,
1999) » & 74 % & 1A% 2] 38 0F o Bp @ #3033 8 09 R R PEAZ L 4 o 3 3 (Zeitlin
and Westwood, 1986) - Johar and Sirgy (1991)8135 & » FEE a9k KB & o K 45—
% o % 4 » Liebermann and Flint-Goor (1996) 7535 s » E &M AF K ey EE - RIRE S
Bk R0 4F e & 0 B REMAF KA R E SBAFM M > A4 il & (matching)
RN

$A & %3 83K K 0 Petty et al. (1983)1& & Petty and Cacioppo (1984)wy /4 & % #5>
B ANREG SR BRAEARTREREN R ENER - B4 TR RBRIEE AT
6y £ R IR BB BT K69 k4% (e Johar and Sirgy, 1991) « #5 R R HH
BRSBTS REVOARFRERESHFERE > BASRR B GTFRANE » 7
FERR o

= - B5|HR

I ROBE > FEHAMALREZ LBELS] 0% (prime)Z 1% » 123 T Z2E 0l #%
KB M A AR A EAT R R RAT & WA #E 6y 4% % (Scrull and Wyer, 1980 Yi, 1990a; Yi,
1990b) - JRBp - BB XL AT AB O EZE > BALERGOHHAESFF > etEGH
kR B 2R AT R g Aa B 64 B M i AT 3R £ (Higgins et al., 1977; Scrull and Wyer, 1980) °

W REAL  RTHARTARNERTSTHHEZN  FTaRAAAER
2 3,89 7 KX, - Holbrook and Moore (1981)35 & + Bp it 45 F 48 ) 69 & &= B M » {2 dg 74 VA
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HBROBITAERAESR ARG ER  HEEHAEASRBMH TR E TR GFE -
Mandel and Johnson (1999)B| A 2K K RMEF LR GHEBEF F (23R E R G TR
WA )BREEEEEARBREFFENRIT L CRAERAT AR MAE R

Herr (1989)35 sk » S 31 s Roy £ BAF AR AN T4k ) o9 Y - B BHBHNRE
F6 e 3 B 45 SR 0 R E - IBA KL 8 T 4 & 3 (consciously)si . 5L kAT AT 48 R o Rl
BEAALE EETREARBINZBRANCEANFEET AEHFEUHFERLT
AL B R RMAZ B EAREL L A c A THERLT  BAEAER LK
REINZBERAZEANGELE  AmERKRARECR  REBE R RITL LS
ZRBERET] -

At hEEELOMEED T > F5HRERA—AEFRDGRE - FBTEFE K%
ey Rt o REEZTARGEINBRRPEHEH A RITREFERE B EFFGA
HAEET BRmiEd EE TR R E % Ee0 B o5 -Herr (1989)57 Yi (1990a; 1990b; 1993)
B RERPIBEEEGEFN R RARZREHERGRF  HAHEEXRERER A
LEELE 7%

0y

FREREGGR ERFTHRTHEMERENL AL LG R AR EEGHMEE (Lutz,
1985) K F % WA R EPTFI R TE—F 0 B @ 5 5] 2&" 384 (cognition)
AR TR (affect) » 514k T T & # | (thinking) A & " B % | (feeling) 8y # i
(Vakratsas and Ambler, 1999) -

HHEZLEBEEE LM EEWBEA » Lutzetal. (1983)3 2 TwRAELERE L
PGB A o AR Y BEMARERIFT THEEF MR 9 (Lutz et
al., 1983; MacKenzie et al., 1986; Homer, 1990; Miniard et al., 1990; Brown and Stayman,
1992) T F FHRA BT EBRAL  HHEEAR T HEFHARLRR (KE)
B M EHARMARERROEL (REEEL) ERPEMAARLAE (RES
M) 8434 i B R & (MacKenzie et al., 1986) °

REHABEFOHNBETEERAAREZGD R (R BR8P RET
PR EEER) FTRRANMNEERS S THEH9RERE (Jo Scottetal., 1990) ~ 24
BB EZROERE « T HEERERSMEZGTL R > KL ZEREAE S
v M B M OGP R R R B HE MRS TR TFATRYEN X
& 89 & % W % (Batra and Ray, 1986; Brown and Stayman, 1992; Smith, 1993) -

S

i



R ERIRPRSIERSRENTF AHESHROFE | FSEML  ITETREEES MR 7

%~ P RIBREAF R LR

— RERtEBRI AREENRENR

WMARERIRE TR EHEHIRTE "THAESHMAR, 9% F > RAEE
AR R BAZ b R H B H M R B E R B 09 4% 2 364y (Haugtvedt et al., 1994) » E
LA HE B H R RBT TR ERSSILABETAEAETRNE SRR -
Haugtvedt et al. (1994)Bp35 sk » A HFH AR RIARE R T QA TR AE A K%
PR RMAZ RSB ERAE - Bk A TR HEE > FBEE IR
A EERNMSTH A EIRERERALYOHAR  EREEEHARETRMER
B % o

WOFBR > ERHAFEEZOSRRBARGZLEEILER  —F @ ETEB
FTHARGALYEEETREDN nEEP 22 B8 > 5 — 5 @ity 81 Fek 504
HEBTEE (AR EH X RETARE YRR ) B ETERRMEN RS
# R © #]4e > Schumann et al. (1990)45 B X A R E TR LT R RIRK R % -
B ARAEEXHARLEASRETNEGRER S - MR &2 GAH & EHDE
EEmg R (BRI ANERKREA) BEER ST ER > BPRRER ) KRE RS
AFRREEERENKRETARER

AR TEFTRMEEK ) BB REREEAFTAMNT  FB LR NBERRE
HMTHREDORERRER  PREFTHEAEFETZHA TR BEABRNEH
R A ER L ERREEEENRETREORTRGEFTRAFORERRT
b o ZRAFRRAEHL LA HEN > BB FHHAZRE T BT AL SIK
M GRS T R T IRM  ARKFAFEASRESLNRE B LR
AL E@GKE -

AT RETHRERX  BBLARIEFREFIUTHERERFTX  THHEELH
VB 8546 55 5] BP 4e F J2 VA & JE) 1% 4% % (Schumann et al., 1990) » (& E 4 &2 HA B &
Aﬁ&mﬁﬂﬁﬁaﬂ%%%ﬁ%’ﬁ@ﬁ$ﬂﬁﬁ%ol%%%%%%%aﬁmé
AHHANKE BATHHARELARSUSH R L AEARNSFRE P oES4aHA
B WHESTEAMRGREFILEIR  HEZKCEBHAESESNELRH KR
BEH R o HAMEKFE AN RBRW B E T 0 GAEA RS E SR B FIET YRR
TR EEK . BB EARR G 2R REZRERGTE  w ik KR F APetty
et al., 1983; Singh and Dalal, 1999) 3 # = & 4% (Park and Young, 1986)% -
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I FHMHOREFILEHERETEIRNRNEL BB S ROEIUAEZRE YT AR RLEH S LN
BWERARE ; KM G REZATRASII LTI mASIL  GUARINBEEHEZELEER
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TR EHHEEFRET RS MAZR RS ER A% B THARE RS
ERMHEEGEET AR TG B 2388 E 69 & % 3% R (Schumann et al., 1990;
Haugtvedt et al., 1994)- 4t A A S A S HARENHELEL TP 2R E(THHEIL)
BEEZRATX AR KA SR FTAREGHEHLTRERE (K gi) o
BREZAFX  HETRZANREFTRLEGAARGETHE LA RREY TR 7R
EHEEED T A A BRMAENEL %P (4o Schumann et al., 1990) > F b K&F 242 4118
31

[(BR1] HEZEFRSARERBEE SR EZE - A REXRELA ALK
0y BB R

— B REE®RS AREEMRENR

Singh and Dalal (1999){£3t A WWW & B/E & —FE R 435 d - BS540
AN BN ok N R BT IR BT A A 09 12 A (inferred behef) ° 3] H%’ BT A o %3
THAMEFROTE > Mg AEaA RGNS T M E£E ) (predominately
1nformat10nal)y}\& "R £ | (predominately emotional)éy — 445838 % - % 8 5%

FAAMRE R REFK  RENTHLRR G EH LR RRAR - L EH
%%%%$%‘%%ﬁm&?iﬁﬁéi&m%W% B &R -

HAMTFREFARERLITIRBEETANE - &2 ~ AR BAHEIHE - 48
%%’%%ﬁ%imﬁa%ﬁm%%au&ﬁm&mﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%mﬂ%i%&&
# (Liebermann and Flint-Goor, 1996) « & & » #t#H A A RIFREWEEFHFLEH T
HAEIEE LSRG ZRBNRERRELATER ﬂﬁﬁﬁaﬁi»éﬁxi%’azﬁd?f‘"é
& EE b ey e £ (dm Goldberg and Gorn, 1987; Cutler and Javalgi, 1993; Stafford
and Day, 1995; Liebermann and Fling-Goor, 1996 ) » ¥ 78 — % 35 & R B 89 & &3 8. 3%
REATRERERNT FReBEEHRR -

RIETEEFTRMEEX ) WBRE  SHEAGHEFBE ARG T BFTRM
(elaboration likelihood) » 75 BP & B3R FE E A w704k A b 3k @ a4 % - €4t H:M &
AKGBEATAHM ARG T s A A > EEAABHEK % 304 F R (cognitive
resources) /T B R A MY IRIL o« AR » HEF AW HEHZ LT LREELEEA
GBI AE AR 0 R AR F MA@ PN DI TR (R A AL R
(Liebermann and Flint-Goor, 1996) )+ Jt iF 7 & 2 A 3R 64 )& 32 42 45 % 18X, 5 A (Petty et

al., 1983; Schumann et al., 1990) ~ X & a5 i & ~ F B ¥ 78 & (Schumann et al., 1990) - &
b @, 464 8 /i (Miniard et al., 1991) A & 8 K 49 °& 3| /7 (Miniard et al., 1992)% )& 1% 1%
kAT

A EEEARBABREEZTRRBEIMOGHGER S  SHHEARER S
AABSHEANAREGHEEY  AAMEALKFRGA LA ELBITE AR SN
BamtEAE  MBH S Wi B RSP EEA ARRAMESHENEEEH
ARERTRGFR - AABAERMENFR  ERFERT oSN EHRRGTEAREY
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FEHER S REA @ BARTFRE X ETERRIE - Bk o B FRMF
RHNEEEMTERFZEAALARI SN ROEBFEERFOEREFRE SR & H

AkvE s REIAEHEELPREGEERNERSE L FTRHKSAFEHFMZ
HRMEFRERERETAMFREEAARMENE LSRR - RBEALHE » KA RRER
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[t 2] HEHFASRSARERELERLFRZIM  HAREXRELAAH M

0% BB AF o

= 55|MREBMRIAREEMRENR

AALF B R Y E?iiﬁﬁ%ﬁ“%%ﬂ%%%%”ﬁ%%%r*%%
FEE] ) T o R B M WR S PT AR IR 0 IR A — S REE R HE
BBRE SRR R -

MAET M RGER > REZREERONEZRZ LA LRGN HAR TR E5]
(cognitive priming)f% f£ & & 3 F » SHF LA S BHETI AR ZHEHHAL
B B M6y PATAL 71 (accessibility) » B 3 2R 8K B oA H S RS E B oy T A
M 5] (affective priming) R & & #8 5] 454 & % E & % & @ ey 5 R R & - 18 F50%
ARG AL 2 BN R B L BT o b FE L (Yi, 1990a) o4& R AR & 5] s R ey
Ao A2 K AR RS 5 R S R AR RS ATIEE O R R AR
ATEGI ARG R RS RARE T ANAEEEEEE SR
S ey B mE RG] B R HEREEELTHE R TS -

Ry EREHERTRAET Rvg > EARERLARBFATAROBERR » T
R AR RAK g o AR E R E N ey m (Y1, 1993) - sk AL 5] MR M
T RMMAREREET AR L GHBAFR AL RKE LR T KA £
PATLERI AT Z TR SRR BEGEEH (Rl E5] ) AR FEREENR
Wt RENE T (HREES) PRAEEET 2Ryl BEdA 5
MRMEEENERE TR BE —% > mAEKEYEERER -

HEFIARGERNMEEF A AREFEM T > DT 4T ER B LE
AT RIS B S TR 3 e T 33 B M A H E R A R A SRR BB A2 & o) A ¥ IR AK & (Scrull and
Wyer, 1980; Yi, 1990a; Yi, 1990b) - # & A 6974 & # f3n > wyadb Bt i S 3% %
B ER L EER MR EFRTE > AREHREEREARMA RSN LR
A AN ET Rk A A RN R EET] Kk mEAREOREHXR - 4
Hi > BHESABEED T GALRETARERG REM RSB B baT#
T R RS R RS RN ERK > R R R &8T5 %R
84 1 m%%% R e

RZ o ZHEHFAVGETHRMET] - RANRERZB I RS E G
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H B #5245 (Erevelles, 1998; Yi, 1990a) ) 42 » %5 BAKH N JH & & {7 R & ARy R -
fedbiBAEd o eyt ks £ RN Bl A MAEEE A R 8BRS
K N B H AR RSB EE S - BmIE RN T E MRS R E R
ABREAEW IR - HBF A B H T T - b )R ey A B RS A
RS AR/ BB ENATERT S BB H R T ERERL
% °

RIFAEHAETMRAR T BHETHRERSK , FEHFH S ARLGTH - A9
g8 B d 42 sk BF ARG 3

(4?5’(3% 3] /#]» %%‘Eﬁ%zﬁ)\fﬁ};{@%g] %wﬁi?ﬂ'ﬂ ’ %‘Z{‘%%?)’(%;ﬂ:;ﬁgﬁgﬁ'fﬁiéﬁ"%
B E -

=

- SRS
R —H P HABOARER - AAEEEFEBAMMGELE | T

R ——

B [RER

B 1: EERE

B 1oy HEETRSALEZLEAHEHNAE  HELSEIL ALK
RAREFI R R =ZF MR EERAMOBGEEARERABE - b REEILERL
FRIP AR EREFRERGH? TR THES LT H ARG BE A
2 KRB BT R T AR B R EPATFHER - FILTH B H AR
PESCHE RSP ST BOR 0 Rl o TR RAR Y &M 0) T fm BRAE LI PR R BT R A ST IR
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R EOREPESEESIREHTF LHERSVRNZE  BSEHL « ASERKEESS|HE 11
Rk
—  BERELES
AR PR E S A TR BBEELFT KR | AT
F 1 EBIETHRERELGR
TS T & MBAEL T K
BAEARNEEER BHE RAREHBAFRZINHAT T4l
W AAEE  (Zaichkowsky, 1985) » 4R 3£ Zaichkowsky (1994)# & # itz PII & %k -
(0=0.94)
TEHEMHEIL ) ERAFRYELEZAY  HHMMASRBRY EZARES
REMEH N R g AT R AR AL Bl Jfbfi'i‘ﬂzﬁ"‘?# AN B
g WRTACFH @SS REFRATLIA - 2RENEAT ALY
. (Schumann et al., 1990) -
mEHEGIFEAEAERBREETA T#WE HFXEZRTEREILIE g
4bé‘] %R
FHAMFELE ) EBRET AT R REE S BERELE  FH fREN
FRRERSAAMGER@E - FL - RBIE - R FHFAFLEF R
AL BARE® %1&%"(Laskey et al., 1989; Stafford and Day, 1995; Liebermann and
T Flint-Goor, 1996) 5T BGMIER | BIAEERE T A SRS e Bk
Rk B H H KA kA A E &Y B (Stafford and Day, 1995; Llebermann
and Flint-Goor, 1996; Singh and Dalal, 1999) -
e LT G EREERTHARROET T B ETET R mi (475
3] % R unlfi BRERFRE) A EHEHFHAT R FRETRGE T HRMN
i G373, AW RS R E N B F B R A e AR A SRk
& R JEM A 5 A K & 0y 8 E (Yi, 1990a) -
M E Yi (1990a)yA & Coulter and Punj (1999) » o %] vA £ 25 Likert R & #4935 &
Bk g R £ R M B (4 -3 ey ) (good-bad) ~ ( A A& 4y - & A 4 )
=SS (interesting-uninteresting) » ( & #:- 7 & #0) (like-dislike) ~ A & ( TH:-% 64-F
v 3% 84 ) (favorable-unfavorable) » VA 4813 4 & & B B 5 ¥ - (0=0.74)
=~ WhEEREt
RAF Ry R BATATR > F—BERAMAEOHARETRSAREZGAL
S T T T & 0

[ %ﬁmﬂ“ﬁﬁ%*%&aﬁ%%%ﬁw%&ﬁ@
B RAZE A REF

BEQTFaREELETRTEIZRGIR -

(—) B—BEERTAl - EEEM

A BL AT A 4K E B AR A

# N & % (Personal Involvement Inventory; PI)i#E & & 5 &

'J mn% BES BRI ALZEYFTHER R  ABEAFATERFT L2 HiLk sk H
BT SRSHRR AR TRABELRE LR S E 43 107 45 K
ﬁi AT 7 o i AN B AT o

R IR S A
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2y B G, ) 64 591 2% (participants) R P AR X B ey S B A K T et MK R
BRI AZATOYROA T o A E ke R A T AR B A AT I S B RAGFFR o Lok 0 dR
N ETR S R A AR AR H IR &ﬁ%ﬁu%*;*”éﬁfw%ni%
£ BAEAT 0 A B 5 P H ISR A G WA B AL o B R A AT 60 4 R
R2PF 0 g MFEANSREABRA M T TRELERXLARST S AT
HE o A REFERELELERA S

R2: BRSARETAER
ek R#EHA EHHN R RTE ERHER TRBELS

waFAN 31 23 13 22 27 37 45
w76 84 94 85 80 70 62

(:)%:%ﬂﬁwiﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ

AR ERRM AL RRBEBA LI REE T AT RA MK A7
a+%ﬁﬂ&u&+%%%%%i%%%ﬁ%’ﬂ?%iﬁ J%@?k(?iﬁ:
WP dEEIGAE — AT R TR TR B LR L M) A BT F R EF]
R B ATA] o

B TF R
(L R iﬁifﬂ};‘hfi FRREIRFG T ZBAA (FAREPATIR -
THRARE WA IAT ) B F T X F A F S AR R ARLF RGBT

#HE =18 R EIEE Kﬁ %ﬁ%ﬁ
FRFERAXAM [RA—) FETERAAAORAN R EZEFHEHALLYG TS
A2 AR E
(BERRZBEDLR)
FAMFEL OOOOOOO WRMEFK

AR A B R M R 6 B S AR SR AR R 4% e HE 0 A 5k ik o e B 2R A
FRTRM AL L Loy £ o LAMASHNET T (FRE) 215 (FRK) &
AR R ARAR T G SERER TR ALE MM Lol 2 0 RABH M SIAd S
21453

H A AARE SRR TSR B T R R - "R E
oy = A k& ﬁéfﬂﬁ#&%ml%%ﬁ#$ﬁ%@m%fAﬁF%é%ﬁ+
(reverse-scored) » FEF A EHFEmERAEE R G =0 ERWw T L3 -

*‘/ Jﬂ\'
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& 3 B L RIER TR K ESEE

B EERK
o WATMIRIRILE AL F AR USBIEHIE » L KWK IEHRE -
MARIT—RERBLES?
o 4 MBIHATIH - 3 IR EEATHE - S6K MIEMA T
o 3k Xbox Fl 4 MCPX £ dh i » TR R & i AR b R £ 4%
S48 b 4
1ERIMEERK
o M5 REF 50 RA A IKILIEHRI] A
-ﬁ%ﬁ”ﬁ%%g
o FRiEBEHMEMG T FIENORRGRE -

H R

Y FRBERAD IR BNEREES R R T @ EE SR > Atk i3)
LR ET Rk AN BRETHREEF T FRLKGBMNL  FR
M R AR RE RSP RIEE A RS L RE > B ¥ F RS R
e B W KA - RE kit E

AR ERw A TR RS ERLTHARRES AR EREET 42
ﬁu&ﬁ%(TmW%%%mﬁ>%ﬁ%%%%%rﬁww?ﬁ ERERELTH
BB R R A AR E RS AR AR REET g A&
EE AT 7 A
HEARERA XA [RA=] EEHF PP L30T &R SRR — S
Fl R o 3 AL E e AT B BE

Wik s] OOODOOOO HEMEES

Fldfsh » B8 g 5 Mg SR R B % - ®IET R BA R 2 H R
BB e BPAA T (Reris]) £ 145 (BRMKES]) 3ty EHBEWAEEF
MRS MREY> OAPTH S EHZA L 5 ) AR ERBEF >HK
RS PEA B Bt 69 B3] R o v B3R b 0y T @ R & e B AR BT R o

= - BEERETT

LB R AR —FERBEF > B TR R B — AE R R Y F] &
R R mBERETRETYREM. ﬁﬁi%‘?&?—fﬁi—/ —EATF R L 4R G 3 PR
PR MOIBEFL o AMLBAEY > FEAE O ERBALBZARLCHEA LT &

(FR#H M > WL ) 0 ANF & Wkﬁﬁﬁm%E%K%T RS EIFAE
BBe mABEEETRLETRGBGGENZEBFMOER > RK THE, A
G TR HA SR EPTE AT R - @ HERARIR L IEFIEME Y FLZ o

LiEF| R R RGBE  TRETEF > MM - £F —BET > FHEE®
FIEBENETRIGH > LR EmuAT— R T R TR (b7 515 FEBRNMMER A



14 ENEESR Ft=6 F=H

%) EEAMA R AEF —E s BT S A SRS eT

FHAFHFGEH NBER G BIE L ZTF R & o

ERAFSMERER B ETEALTEE —HAAMAFHREZRg A FEREZ
— (RAFN S TRIERERERE ) FHAHAZARESLTREET L - AR T5] %
ROGEH > METELEFLAEEET ML HARMEHHTREINRRGERER S
@m$-k%m%¢%ﬂ%ﬁ%%éﬁ%%ﬁm@%’W@%m%%%ﬁ&zéﬂ%
ERABATHRERER  RELERELHERELETANESOLERS ; BRAK
%ﬂ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁi% wmg’m@% %E bk LR % B B ALEE 4L 0y
WREHR REMBEHZHATHEF - SREME A% TR REME -
BT — AR A ENIR T AL ARFE R X WM AR TEF TSR &AM

BB &% e

SHEENETA4IAME -  ARROEEETATE > B TH  EFHRE 2P
FERYERHOEREATAELEEEZA HENEHRRLELEXZHE > BHRhA £
HEBRARAAEZS E 523 LA T =4 E A F#(http://www.ohayo.com.tw/) ¥ &4 4 &
HAXE (FHEEWNH IR DA BRICHE S E T F R LRG) -

FREEEABER—AREEE  BRERE T AT 6 R L KR R AL R g A S
FhAM;RZ AR M c BLEREE PR ERBELE RS THRAESIH EAITFF
KRACHERE  WEFTHRIEABLIZINIEERAZAPDEARSE  BAKREEZ A7
LHBIGE ~ XRASRBARBRTR -

ﬁﬁi%‘z’\«&d%ﬁ%% Azt BIARBBE FEAYhOERATREEAH T I

FEFEHATERNAAKRE  W@AR BEARNEFHAAEELFRATRE &

497(4}71’%])\1%&“’ SH A A TMAEZE  HERBETERATHE  ERELHE
F S5 BRI NER EHZLHEEYTRE R -

&~ A

— - SHREBFEHD N

ARRERIZE IOl L 50E  FL&HASARESOAN - Kb > Sfig 3 £ &40
18 £ 20 3R(56.4%) > 12 21 % 25 R4EAB B = RG] o SFaE Foh £ %R B A% b
EERBERFBFR O AZASREE S - £ 101 L5 8 EY - HENREA 45 L
MBS IE AL R B 0 M 1.0%89 6 R &8 Y 6 MBA 0 m EH 85.1%%k T4 A 4B
WWW #k o B E 5 5015 #0 WWW 6948 7 JE B 3k -

HAERERBLBNEHRN T BFFALBBREMBT LR FFATEBREA
31.7% o #HA TR E ) NALE GIKEAE £ 41.6%5L 584%  AHF A EFT & &
1K N 09T 3 5 A 5 5] % 39.07 2 21.71 -
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x4 2HEEEFEH

ZHEERMN
= AB/AE BAtE() RHEBZ )
. 45 44.6% 44.6%
% 56 0 0%
55.4% 100.0%
18~20 % 57 56.4% 56.4%
ES 21~25% 34 33.7% 90.1‘;
26~30% 10 9.9% 0%
2 9% 100.0%
b3 618 A 1 1.0% 1.0%
. 0
- 6% 12184 3 3.0% 4.0%
R 1534 39 38.6% 42.6%
- . 0
4% 64 53 52.5%
; 5% 95.0%
7HEE 5 5.0°
T 0% 100.0%
B 9KRML 23 22.8% 22.8%
www e FRSESR 29 28.7% 51:5%?
9 FR1E4% 34 33.7% 85.1%
ARk 14 13.9% 99'00/0
81k 1 1.0% 0%
3 0% 100.0%
0% 1.8k 4 4.09
: 0% 4.0%
o 2% 4. 29 28.7% 32.79
T4 5% 60 19 18.8¢ -
W WWW E 79 13 ' 0/0 aane
o . 12.9% 64.4%
10 £ 20 Jvof 17 16.89
10 8% 81.2%
F 40 B 11 10.9%
‘ 9% 92.1%
A28 40 Bk 8 7.9% 100.0%
FEATF 32 31.7% 31'70/0
emEases TTETF 8 7.9% 39.6"/2
s —FEHE 12 11.9% 51.5%
R = 8 7.99 %
£ 9% 59.4%
- EX S 41 40.6% 0
HERE LR & i A 59 @, e
8T AL N 42 i?:of 0.0,
: 6% 100.0%
VT T 21,71 0
EXON 39.07

~ o BENESER

: 4 A z .
Pl At SR s
it 3% VARIMAX Q;J ii}ﬂ,;‘]— X zﬁ;{ﬂ 2 #)T 7% (Principal Components Analysis) 3 I H % >
AP THOAE  EMASARRRKERRGE K
%Wﬁﬁ%%é’%m%@:%?%%%%iﬁgﬂsm”%%’i5¢%”ﬁ%ﬁ
%%vwgaém%&;éggf%(ﬁ%%ﬁq”%ﬁ’éﬁﬁﬁﬁ&%n%ﬁﬁ
b hz - R GO M 0 S A B R A AR T AR ) I T R R
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K5I BAREURESEERZRIMER

HE— A=
(BARE) (BEEE)
Invl 0.885 0.137
Inv2 0.762 0.193
Inv3 0.872 0.082
Inv4 0.776 0.333
Inv5 0.863 0.070
Inv6 0.778 0.182
Inv7 0.820 0.108
Inv8 0.743 -0.026
Inv9 0.739 -0.049
Inv10 0.844 0.073
Aadl 0.099 0.760
Aad2 -0.029 0.680
Aad3 0.027 0.840
Aad4 0.192 0.489
Aad5 0.107 0.715
H A 6.929 2.417
MEGREE 46.19% 16.12%
ZRBHEYELE (%) 46.19% 62.31%

/z£4§2wé']‘“7]t+ SHR o HATRBLENF RS ARE  HEZOEERES T
Fmi BB T - P ARFABLEGFHME 2893 BB HF AT RGP
2530 4 ﬁ,ﬁn‘ﬁ?"*\fﬁi%‘%ﬁ’\ RBLB G S F AL T & AFRIERZRRB DR
Ak eyt > TRBRT AT R G EAT A Lo B R -

= BEREE

2%1%24%4*\1% Sﬁ‘fﬁﬁ‘% EHESGREEI IR RBR AT RAEBTER >
Z AT BATARER © BERBTEFSARE  RMERZELBEETREB R TR

HH AT o B‘Jﬁ" '1’%}5}?1‘5’4 C AR B B AL I R Z) o T AR R B IRAT -
(—) BEEEMtEmRALARENRENR
B 1 RIRF LR LR EA R REEKEE » ARF B BFARELZ
HEEPTRR B RERERERAEZR - &k 6 4 2-Way ANOVA AR € & R

&6 EEELARAEFREEHIMER

SS;T;:;E df  Mean Square F p
H A 33.604 1 33.604 5752 0.018%*
= A (o 0.415 1 0.415 0.071  0.790
FAXTE & YA 35.935 1 35.935 6.152  0.015%*

(*: p<0.1; **: p<0.05; ***: p<0.01)
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KOG RABIITERB T SANREREE ARG ERN M - oy R B &S
TREEMAG AR  LE—FHRMRELE SRS ERREEER SIS ALY
ARG A AEFETHYRERT (R THT) B 2R LESRHAAZZHR
REGIAZAGERNE - T ERET > ANARGEL ESFANEEZRESE
PBACKRBZH > ARETHMEALT  SEFNHAEERRRABGREREARET
Fl > b RAERR 1135 L4F -

R7 BREARERESECZAMERIIBERERR
BEMHEL REfit#t HBERTEp(E

25 A 19.00 17.65 0.035%*
K5 A 16.61 17.69 0.127
HEEWRTE p B 0.002%** 0.953

(*: p<0.1; **: p<0.05; ***: p<0.01)

20 20
19 +19.00 19 19.00
i T~ i \
g 1768 @ 18 17.65 17.69
g 17 ﬁg 17
A 16.61 = N 16.61
16 - EHA 16 | - HEMEEHL
[EREPN etttk
15 w 15 ‘
TR ESiitie i A A
(a) (b)

2 BRSARERESEEZREERE

(Z) FABRKEE RS ARENRET R
BR2FARAT BETREREX P IFEFREFREARIE FHH S AZEH
R ARG RS A X FTHRA2HAHKR -

#x 8 B KRAABEFRERM DR

Sum of

Squares df  Mean Square F p
2N 39.925 1 39.925 6.642  0.011**
FEEEE MEeHK 0.941 1 0.941 0.157  0.693
HAXH L TR 19.571 1 19.571 3.256  0.074*

(*: p<0.1; **: p<0.05; ***: p<0.01)

ASWRALREAT  HARRAASFIARENERERE BT FTRWEEN
B R SRR LA A A 09 AR - R B R A M LA AR (fit) ) AR A o
Tk O BEREREIHF AT FFRELERLFLRE G XA LHIAZ
CETT PR
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R BERAEARERMBFKRZAMERIIBERERR
G R K BRIEHFRK  HBEREpE

=% A 18.89 17.79 0.092*
EEA 16.70 17.40 0.325
HEEWRTE p H 0.000%** 0.617

(*: p<0.1; **: p<0.05; ***: p<0.01)

20 20
19 ‘4@9 19
| X
g{ﬁ 18 T 1779 % 18
41 17.40 41
& 17 16.70 w17
16 - EHA 16
BB
15 : ! 15 :
HIETR TERETRR A &I A
(a) (b)

B 3: EmaEARERMASHFKR A IEHAE

(=) S5 RERmALARENREIR

N S AR L xi%ﬁi/#] BEERSTARLENAGAREAIBT B
Rink 10 P > BETHRI 3 45 24 -

x 10 E5|MRAMFEREERHIMHER

Sum of

Squares df  Mean Square F p
HA 39.595 1 39.595 6.812  0.010%**
EEREE %3#R 19.087 1 19.087 3.284  0.073*
FAXE ) R 25.926 1 25.926 4460  0.037%*
(*: p<0.1; **: p<0.05; ***: p<0.01)
RI0BETALRRGES RS T HESGHFREREAALAAGER -E—FFiBY

BEEE (k1) BITHER  AASRHFARRL RO EHERT {im;&)\éﬁ
HEERETNZRZIM > AALERFEES] T SERSENHEZTRLBGRERE
HIBEFEARR > ZHERAIVHRE -BA4FTANEE RS AR ERET] R R FAHIER
°
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R BRAEARERMEFKRZASAERIIBERERR

ERANEE 5| 15 RS 5 HEE®RTE p E
=2EA 19.32 17.39 0.002%**
K5 A 17.00 17.15 0.839
HEERTE p B 0.008*** 0.676
(*: p<0.1; **: p<0.05; ***: p<0.01)
20 20
+19.32 19.32
19 19
0l \\ o]
8 " \w ® " 17.39
g 17 17.00 1713 fﬂE 17 ’ - 17:00
16 @A 16 o RS |
{EHA 587 |
15 ! 15 L !
T | A {EHA
(a) (b)

B4 mRSARERES| MR A EHE

IS

A4 HEIHPHRBGZABRRIETET  RTER=ZBRRNYE L3
FEMNE 10 :

& 10 MR ERSREE

ik B BEFER
[BR1] HEEHSSAREAREHILREZN > HRNEEX X
REFAGRGBENG -
[BR2] HEEBSFARBERFERLFRZIHE » R R EXK X3
REARAGHEGBEM#% -
(B3] HEHxMLSAREATI RG> HREERRE X

RAEG AT T

B3t | SR 30 2 14 413 B Tap M X 2 48 B335 P oy J& R T4 B > T 2-Way
ANOVA ®y R R R T B AN R AL Hiti T B2 TaaMaX |, BA

AL PR 0 R E &6 L HF

FPERGL AR DT LB TEF R MAFE Beyhe P i —

FHESAARTELSFERNRE  RALREREFR Y REITFHOBE - TH
AATE R T  HATRGARZZA A M F 5] Ros ey &R kol 3 Prifsh
HEEHRGELEGEATARGALHZR -
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TEETHRMEREK | RATHEART LI MEERY —BERRME  FEHMEA
BARREITLHOR  HELRA L EHMER - R ERERRT > GAEKREE
ITL AR G R ey 2 B B PR AT TR S E S AR e 0
LAERER RS OE T EHARLE - Plde é?lﬂ&%%*%%%& "Hutny TR
A RSN (FAEME) B EH T BRI IR E R S LRI LH M
ﬁéﬁﬁwﬁﬁk%wﬁﬁﬁ CIERB R A SRS o

FEEBHRFRT ﬁ%%@k — () #2% (Ffk#x) RARBEMER
AL FE 4 EIRIF P YA YR E B 4 R 35 (Hypermedia Computer-Medlated
Environment; Hypermedia CME)* B » 4efTi%i® T AWk & | (flow state)#y 7 &K, » 48 74
Bk B R B P AR B R AE 00 3 48 B 24K & (Csikszentmihalyi and LeFevre, 1989;
Hoffman and Novak, 1996) » »A{# fx & F MM H HF EFMAEHB R LS EMRIEEX
RoBRZEEZETREEH R LAL T > HIEEEF X TR FIT2HF
REREXME 4 ERERF -

WW’&&J%L%&¢E BRUBERER > RTHEEHHFETZIN Tk
B IR R B E  TREA R LGRS LR ERRGBERE - AN EE
HHFTE > AR TAHEEHASTAREELE I EFRARERRTY
Fﬁﬁﬁi%%%ﬂﬂ%%%%%%T TR EL A EEERAREITSE ik —F
BERERRGEL -

— RERRERGREB®RS AR ENRERR

AR T BETHREBEX | HEHEAHT 2K ARLEEE R T EE R
PR B R ey B R BB B E e S AL B AKAE T LA TAMN 09 A B A R < TR BP
HAGHEANNEEER T HRRET TG REFIXRT ALY REALFEK u&%‘f
K N0 BRI 0 R AR F R AR AR M R AR R L
=

My RERREG ERET R TEMNT " BFTRMEBEX ) AR LRFE T Y
RS T BETRMEEX | R AR AR I A& R IR & 8 5 35 (persuasive
communication) F 44 18 A & & % 4 (Petty and Cacioppo, 1986a) » 12 g B 4p & ik & 18 A
ITARR—AEE LA R GERER - Rin > £iE T RTINS 2T RAELR KR
RO RT - ZARAME A T AR LR Y R A A AR E 6y BRBER D - 1 E R
RO ERMRG  TREAFRTYRAZ — o ROFRMEA | SRR 2 09547 & R A

2 Hoffman and Novak (1996)#f % € £ & " —E&H ey 5 #M¥% > TREALA LKL OAL > LATH
IRAAIE YRR RL > EEH B HF RS EMF AR A F X G RABEH N A (hypermedia content) > ¥4
R(2)iE @yt e 4T HE  (p.53) °
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BT E @AY R R — S HGT AR B o e T — S ik 3] OR K
HE AR @RS RE

RERTFZEBT RS AZEERRERR

A RAFEF A RGMIBBANTRREZF - GAARMERE - G4 T5FE
B (reference disciplines)#y ¥4 - EE L » shAIRFT A AA KRN & £ 09 T A5 12 23
TORAREZ-TIRAMGER LE L AR AL AL S CaiETH
W@ A PR PR AR K 4 8  (Keen, 1980) » s A AL 09 R At E 0 AL S F 2R
B aks o RFHAR LR TRARE  FAA L2 HMEBRE - W Ik R4 E A
WO A ERBREALERAER Y HITEERE -

ﬁﬁiﬁi¢%¢%kﬁﬂﬁ%%%%»W%%éT Do s 3L B A BRAT AR S0 %
FEBRE  MALTTAHFORLREFR T HEHITLEIRIE - A ER E R
HHy R RER - TW’$W¢ REAZ EREAPITEM ST > T LR NR
YEALIE 5]« B SCBR F AT48 8 > E 5 B R F M AL BAN " REFHZT R, 09 FR
TR AR ARRET LG AR R BN T ER - R F5] AR
AR RAR B Tﬁﬁ%%%%#%%ﬂé%&%%iﬁ&W1W%)immm
ﬁ%%%ﬁm&kﬁﬁémkﬁ WHEGHEH T AL RLT R R KL R

— S BFTEFRRATBIITH %M%@%%%ﬁ%ﬁ%

ﬁmm%ﬁﬁT&%%%%¢ﬁ¢’m§ﬂﬁ%$ﬁfﬁ%%%JKMMRmmMM
1977; Csikszentmihalyi and LeFevre, 1989)44 T 4%t - Hoffman and Novak (1996)i& —
3 BB K AR 35 £ TS /38 35 F (Computer-Mediated Environment; CME)@
WA ey — ARSI R A EEEANH — ik B oy)BEY Z B M EA NSRBI
B #& Bk %n % 71 (self-consciousness) % #5 4 4k » H 3% 4k A& & 3% 7 3% 5% (self-enforcing) 44 &
PR - AXPTIRAZREX R ALBLEEREY &6 TBAZY  (HEXD
AN)TEBE R (F5]R) R BdAGAKRRGH & SH TR E AL
xhﬁﬁkﬁr%ﬂj%%%ﬁ%’uﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%°ﬁw’%ﬂﬁ%?ﬁﬁ
B ERBY BRI E N RS E S IUT R %

B =A
7 %‘ aﬁ

FWBERERFORFEBEF > AFRERLE 0] L5 FETER - £FFRRK
Regmir @ REFT T BF TR i&ﬁj&%i%%*%ﬁmzﬁ EIR78 A E-

RogB L REIATFE %zz HHAHEEREREOPE - KR ZBH RER
MEF I PSR LR ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ %%%ﬁ’u&ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ
b FRIERBEFHEEREFG KL AERMEREELARG TR

ﬁWy%#Fﬁﬁ&ﬂmﬂ&Aﬁﬁwﬁ%%ﬁf’ Tkmﬁﬁﬁiﬁi%
F (LR EFILEREREZZIALHFK) REBEF KX RGBT T S TH AR
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FREZR  HHEHREREYRE

f(vs

R = F ARG R E R KRG R -

- EEER

A EAME ARG AL EL 5 4 P IR IS AR P IR SR R B R R AR IR A o P
WM RS P E e AR o AR MBERY  BE T AN RE I TERRE  BTB
FOABREIE L T TR RET RGBS REEZLRF A TAFE

EBEPHNEGAE AFREE  HHAETHEISTAGEZREN  ZRAHR LE
%i%%%L%mﬁmﬁﬁ%FiMmﬁ& GFRE K SBARIEE B E TS AR £
R8T hRIAEXGRERE MG > AEEEBENRERR - REH LA
AR T HAH B ACESRY TR -

CESER E L TR R R EE S 2 S R & 3 | Y PN
HERXGFFTXEBHEZRE FRORRGEERB TSR RFELFHHE
AL RZBIRG - FE L REEZLRHEERDOGE LER (PHEbRAYE T
) A BTT AR BT SH AR BT BN B A e AR B e R AR e e
A—fx RS (A R4sE) ME 0 REBBE XD ZHH A RFE il &%
LB 2P X GFUBE R AR T ML (R Amb ) HEE
By ZENBERRNLREXRRGER - TRIAFNE > REZFTREE—

B —#H — TS B AR -
WARA AT AR EERTEZSEREFHSEN RERAGFTORE
GALMMEFRK - ARG AG] > HREREFRORR > EELBAZBE GG
Ao ARER R0 K &F 2R L E LA HER GRS RA o Rd 0 B BB
W i i@ e AR S & R 08y & GIF B 4% © & i&i#® Java - JavaScript + VBScript + Flash
ST 0 A TIE R L E I ZA B ) o B EHRATIR AL 0 A B A AR S £
L EBRAAYESEILRALFEEZR Pl T E L Flash #4520 x
REZR > AAEFIRI] N A AR LA B8 RGBT FIA & 1758 6042 XL
Pehl o EFAAERERMGEZEEFRK BRI TrRRMME -

BOh o AT RIGHBE B HFMOFRIS 0 B —ARRAEA R ROEEE &
ROVER o E5 R TE A — A3 & & $ 04 % & 45 /% (exposure) ey # & - 15 £ 4
BHERLCRATIEHRNER A AMKRTTEREEZRGIGE - A F5] R
R R PT £ -

B hEA LRSS LHAE S ras (BB RAER) BRELNEE
EMPRE - FAERTX (B @m XFF) F - HATERRTEET R
B E o Bldn o R ER RS LR AT BAR M By R et > 3] B ot
REE (REREHA AW EEEAMNY) R TREAR  RARKETHS " RIFE
Bl 698 B SRR RAe T3k E ) MARBITES] c BB PR FEIR
WG RO EEHIE RGN FARERB ARG EELS T NEEY
JRE R o
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C RERMERGE
ARG 2 R EE e AR BB T RRAE AP 09 BF ST G BRI R A
(=) BRANNTE

%Kfiﬁ‘wv ('ﬁuz’hfﬁak %ﬁ-%g’:‘) Jf]y";i'] [ Hiy}%%;ﬁ%ﬂ ’ %3?3’5’7\'1’1%\% (ﬁn
B BRA B ) RS T4 E A 48 #82 ¥ (Engel et al., 1995; Abernethy and Franke,

1996) « R Bp » < F) 1 o 22N 04 fR &Eiﬂﬁi&@ﬁ%é% i T HEEE
HARMEEN  FTRAIARANZEINARRGERREE ST X « #lde > iR £
ﬁ*&&iﬂ%%%%’%%%%@%mﬁ%%ﬁ WA B AG TR B
RE BT KRG R —RERAARE A FAEEREHRLBE LA
B o 3R H) BT K AR A

WA A AR ANTTRERE > TR AR et T A A5 B A T ] S
B A ARFESARARNRLER SR BERBETRETHE T HEE - FF
oA HG EEER R E T ARETEMMAGA ZIRABRR -

(Z) EEMERZREL

EATERFEH M GRE  RFRHEZEEARGBEACARREE B A #y
T ERBEHEETTHH LT A BITESE xé;ﬁ":éﬁ%w’ﬂb Jo 32 \.xiﬁ": BEE
BREAPRATRATHGERSSM (BMERANBE) F - ity Xgie
BEA S Py REE  EREHFRD T > HAAERNE LA RIEE -

(=) EeESEHAMME

A RGART ARG RELARE L 2B AT AR LEEFHHRA KL T
;ﬁ-;}\; EH X 0 Lokt XA % (pop-up windows) » iF /K Ep B 4 (watermark ads) + Z 8 X, &

HH LR EERA BEEEEARBE LT R Rt T AR 2 Bl
#m fI'mFtﬁ"‘Txé B A THANBEEFN LI B MmMAHXEZE D TiEGLE E#E
(odilE ~ sk RFF) @R FEINEI A BhiEREAESEFE R
IXAERETHMOEERMAPAR « SH TR EREGH KX - #F R H R T st 2 M
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